APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: AKO Enterprises PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of the Intersection of Naperville Road
and Crossroads Parkway in Bolingbrook, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-777 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD} (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action, {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site,

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.} (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[T The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[ The presence of wetlands adjacent” ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[0 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ROMEOVILLE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ROMEOVILLE, 146,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: ROMEQVILLE, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date): Romeoville, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OODROODNXXKN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetlands tocated on the subject property are isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[C] the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[C] changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}2). or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(ap7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictionat under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: -_J - Date: LS//{ & / @) 6

Approved by: — J — Date: 7/ T e e

'Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineanion Manual (87 Manual) (i ¢,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydnc soils and wetland hydrolegy ) Processes for determining wetlands on agnicultural lands may vary
from methods descnbed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987)

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-777
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Melyssa Navis Date: 26 July 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y

At the project site

(Y/N) Date: 26 July 2006
{Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by Iatitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O ] O ] X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] O O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D O O E @

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Pretiminary [ ] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Landmark Custom Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of Thorndale Avenue and East of
East Tall Oaks Drive in the village of Itasca, DuPage County, Illinois/Spring Brook Creek

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-598 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [XJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(O There are both waters of the United States and non-junisdivtional waters on the project site

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1})

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water {(e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

X 000

OO

Information Reviewed

U, 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002 aerial

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: July 13, 2006

Other informatjon:

OXKXCOXRKERK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland areas 1 and 2 within the project site appear to be isolated
and do not show a hydrological connection to a navigable waterway.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ ¢lear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Clshetving
[] changes in the character of soil [ other

(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[3 Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1}, 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[J Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

72306

P 5,—-"‘
Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Date:

Weitlands are idennfied and delineated using the methods and critena established in the Corps Wetland Delineanon Manual (87 Manualj (i e,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydrnic soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for deiecrmining wetlanJds on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the LS, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-598

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: July 28, 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office } Date: July 28, 2006
At the project site )} Date: July 13, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 419829915225 & -88.0081735425

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & ir acres): 3.67

Name of waterway or watershed: Spring Brook Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake | L | L L ] L Ll
River L LJ L] L] L] L] L] [
Stream LJ L] L Ll L] L] L] [l
Dry Wash | U L L U L] W
Mudflat Ll L L] L] L] L] L] L
Sandflat | O | L Ll L | Ll
Wetlands X ] ] ] ] [l [l ]
Slough L] L L LJ L L] L] L]
Prairie pothole ] ] ] O ] [l ] ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Playa lake O 10 10 [0 m 0 0 O
Vernal pool O 0 10 [0 O 0 0 O
Natural pond ] ] ] ] ] ] [ ]
Other water (identify type) O 1] O O | O ] [

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] || O 24|
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | ] ] ] <
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] ] ] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O [ ] B

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and parapraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mr. & Mrs. William Hopman PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of
North Peotone Road and Route 50 in Peotone, Will County, llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600152 (LRC-2006-23422) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office {Ficld

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site,

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[T The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an mterstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7)}

O The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermitient streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

] Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PEOTONE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PEOTONE, 251.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: PEOTONE, 1990.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Peotone, 1997

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 28 Apr 2006

Other information:

OROOXKRXIX

]

g

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): ". The wetlands located on the subject property are isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed onthe bank  [J  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[l the presence of litter and debris O shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Bd Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Arca under consideration is likely 1o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]
Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

(O This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: — S- Date: 26 /( ufof

LY
Approved by: _—7 Date: 2 € Tlc c

'Wetlands are dentified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology) Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987)

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200600152 (LRC-2006-23422)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 25 July 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 28 Apr 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iltinois
County: will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal ¢oordinates: 4121"2232 &£ 8746’ 28.76

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Toks O O 10 10 O m) O O
River D D D D D D D D
Stream I:l D D D E] |:| D D
Dry Wash O O O m m ] O L
Mudfiat O O O ] [ [ ) L
Sandflat D D D D D D D D
Wetlands D @ I::] ﬁ | L] ] L]
Slough O O O O O L 0 []
Prairie pothole ] ] ] [ O L] ] L]
Wet meadow D D D D D D D D
Playa lake E] EI D [:l D D D D
Vernal pool I:] D |:| [:l I:] D D [:I
Natural pond ] ] O O O [ Cl |
Other water (identify type) ] O ] O ] [l U U

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O ] ] 4|
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] ] |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [l [l O X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Pretiminary [J  Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: PAR Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-875 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

(X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[C] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[T The presence of a tributary 1o an interstale water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5)
The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
BJ The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
] Other:
1 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The weland on the east portion of the property does not exhibit a
surface water conneclion to a navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

MORROOX KKK

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[  clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestria! vegetation
[l  the presence of litter and debris 1  shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils 0 other

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
(X Area under consideration is Jikely 1o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critenia

O Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)}(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: < Date: 7 / 7 /df é
Approved by: —J — Date: 2 26 g

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the metheds and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriets, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-875

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 7/7/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 7/7/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & lengitudinal coordinates: 42.10335, -88.35613

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 8

Name of waterway or watershed: Upper Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] L L L | L] L L
River LJ L L L L L] L L
Stream Ll L L L L LJ L Ll
Dry Wash Ll L L L L L | ]
Mudflat L L L | L Ll L |
Sandflat Ll L L] m] O O] L L
Wetlands < ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Slough O ] L L ] ] L
Prairie pothole ] ] | [l [ [] [l O
Wet meadow o ] ] ] [ ] ] ]
Playa lake L] L L] L L] L] L L
Vernal pool ] [l ] ] | ] ] [l
Natural pond 0O 10 10 10 0 0 O 0
Other water (identify type) O O O O O O O W

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O ] 4|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O m] O X [

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary O or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMET
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Fermi Lab PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY:: Parcel located south of Fabyan Parkway and East of Kirk
Road on the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory Property in Batavia, Kane County, Illinois (Section 13, T39N R8E and
Section 18, T39N RYE)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-464 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site,

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site

[J There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. {33 CFR 328.3 {a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams}, mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

OgX OO0

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service Naticnal Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: AURORA NORTH, HA 70.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): November, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on; 6/8/06

Other information: FEMA FIRM, DuPage County Wetland Inventory

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Isolated Wetland 1, Farmed Wetland 1 and Farmed Wetland 2
(designated as such by CBBEL) do not have a surface water tributary system connection and are isolated. Therefore, Isolated
Wetland 1, Farmed Wetland 1 and Farmed Wetland 2 are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

HEXROOOXXX

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[] clear, natural ling impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils O other

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable 1o confirm the presence of waters tisted in 33 CFR 328.3(a}(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4} through 328.3tan7)
Pd Arca under consideration is [ikely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critena
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.,
—

= 224 [OL

Approved by: 5\ - Date: 7 /ZG_/ b

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manua! (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricuftural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLF, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-464

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 07/24/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 07/24/06
At the project site {Y/N) Date: 06/08/00
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: ilinois
County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Lat: 41.86, Lon: 88.26
20 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox

SITE CONDITIONS:

5-10 ac 25-50 ac

[—]
T
—
=
(<]

1-3 ac 3-5ac 10-25 ac Linear

feet

Type of aquatic resource > 50 ac

Lake

L]

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

OO0OO000000000
OOO0OO0O0O00000000
000000 OXKOOO0OO0
OOOOOO00OCOCDOO0o0o
OO00OC0OOO00000000
OO0 OO0O0O00O0O0O00
HO0OOO00O000O0O0O0

Other water (identify type)

COOOOO00O00O0E

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O | [} O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O | ] O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] J [ 4] O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | ] O [ O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Olympia Trials Center #2, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of IL Route 30 and
Olympian Way in Olympia Fields, Cook County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-498 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [QField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[J There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[X] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands®). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) 1o interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 XxO

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Agrials (Name & Date):
Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: May 18, 2006
Other information:

DﬁDDDDDEDD

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxes checked sbove):
Potential Wetland 1 and the drainageways D1, D2, D3, D4, and DS, as referenced in your delineation report, are under the
jurisdiction of this office. The drainageways were determined to be “waters of the United States” due to the physical evidence of
surface flow as characterized by the destruction of terrestrial vegetation, deposition of sediments, and the establishment of a bed
and bank, In addition the identified drainageways and Potential Wetland | drain directly into Butterfield Creek, which drains te
the Little Calumet River, a navigable water. Potential Wetland 2 did not exhibit a hydrologic connection to a navigable water
and therefore is not under the junisdiction of this office.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):

Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank ] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris O shelving
0 changes in the character of soil O other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)}(2), or 328.3(a)}(4} through 328.3(aX7)
B Area under consideration is likely 1o hayve been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[X] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 19, 2006, prepared by Cowhey Gudmundson
Leder, Lid.
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: ﬂ' 4, i Date: " " 2 5 2]]’“5

Approved by: ate:

'Wetlands are identified and delincated using the metheds and critena established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (37 Manuat) (i ¢,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydnc soils and wetland hydrology) Processes for determining wetlands on agnicultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).



! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-498

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: July 24, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: May 18, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: INinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coerdinates: 41.506702 -87.700396

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 123

Name of waterway or watershed: Butterfield Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L L L | L L L L
River L L L U L 8| L L
Stream LJ L] L] [ LJ [ LJ LJ
Dry Wash ] ] L] L] L 1 L L]
Mudflat L Ll L Ll | L ] |
Sandflat L] L L | ] | L] O
Wetlands X || [l | ] Ll ] ]
Slough L] L L] | L O L
Prairie pothole O O O O ] O O 0
Wet meadow O O O O ] [l ] [l
Playa lake J L | L | L ] L
Vernal pool ] (] O J ] | ]
Natural pond | [l O | ] ] | ]
Other water (identify type) | il | O | [ O O

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O il (| O (]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O O 4|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D D ] EI E

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary 0O or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site infermation on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Terry Sullivan Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 25-Acre Property Located Northeast of
171st Street and Wildewoode Way in Country Club Hills, Cook County, Ilinois (Section 26, TI6N, R13EF)

FILE NUMBER: 200600234 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

[[] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site,

[X) There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[J There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subiject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters

of the U.5,) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1})

"1 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands’). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(5))

[ The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){7))

[ The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. $. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas;

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 13, 2006

Other information:

OXOOOMRKXE]

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):

Wetlands 1 and 2, as referenced in your delineation report, do not exhibit a hydrologic connection to a navigable waterway and
thercfore not under the jurisdiction of this office. However the interminient drainageway that bisects the site drains north to the
Calumet Union Drainage Canal and then to the Calumet River, a navigable water and is therefore subject to the regulation of this
office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrcstrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil ] other

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
B& Unable 10 confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328 3(a}(4) through 328.3(a}7)
[ Area under consideration is likely o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(<] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 1, 2005, prepared by Encap, Inc.

v ORIGIMALSIGNED o) D,

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and critena established in the Corps Wettand Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determiming wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods descnibed in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: July 19, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: July 19, 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: June 13, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illincis

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.5795345 -87.7086022

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 25ac

Name of waterway or watershed: Calumet River Watershed
SITE CONPITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L [ U ] ] ] L |
River L L | | L] L | U
Stream L O ] Ll L ] U |
Dry Wash ] L L | | L | |
Mudflat O O Ll L] L] L] L L
Sandflat | = L L Ll L L L
Wetlands O X [l [l | ] | ]
Slough L O Ll L] L Ll L L]
Prairie pothole [l O | [ | 0] O L] ]
Wet meadow O | O O ] ] | [=]
Playa lake O [0 [0 [0 0 O 0 |
Vernal pool ] ] ] | [l ] 1|
Natural pond [l ] ] 0 ] [l ] ||
Other water (identify type) 1| [l O | [l (] (] O

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X (]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O (] X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O O O 4]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O | O X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Wm. Krug, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Diehl Road and West of Naperville Road in
Naperville, DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER; LRC-2006-802 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [QFietd

Approved Jurisdictional Determination {(JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2}

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site,

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5)}

The presence of wetlands adjacemt’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) 1o interstate or other waters of the US,
excep! for those wetlands adiacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 0Odd

Information Reviewed
U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NAPERVILLE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, Ha 154
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):
Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: 2005
Other information:

X

OXXOO0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two wetland areas along the north property boundary are
considered isolated and therefore non-jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank Udestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Cshelving

[ changes in the character of soil [ other

[[J wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
e —
Recommended by: Date: /7~ / é -OL
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-767

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: July 14, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: July 14, 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.8441026696 & -88.0685576077

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 10.19

Name of waterway or watershed: DuPage River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource' 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake [l L] L] | L L U U
River D E] L.__‘ D D [:' D D
Stream LJ | L] Ll LJ L] Ll LJ
Dry Wash L U | | | U U
Mudflat L] L] L L] L L L L
Sandflat ] [l ] ] ] ] ]
Wetlands [l X [ ] ] [l ] ]
Slough L L L] Ll L U L U
Prairie pothole ] J | ] | ] ] &
Wet meadow [ [l ] ] O ] |
Playa lake [] L] L] L] L] (] (] L]
Vernal pool L L] L Ll L L L Ll
Natural pond ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) O [l ] ] ] ] ] O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] | ] ] i
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? (] (] ] (] =

Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD. including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S, Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: McHenry DOT PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Algonquin Road, McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-686 ~ PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (FJD}For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the proiect site.

[C] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

B2 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)2))

The presence of a tnibutany to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a3(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

A0 0[O0

o0 ®

Information Reviewed
B U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CRYSTAL LAKE.
[{ U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253.
USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S, Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2004
Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: 6/26/06
Other information:

L

OXRRROCOXO

Rationale for Basis {(applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Technical Repont dated November 2,
2003, as prepared by Planning Resources, Inc., Wolf Creek and Wetlands B and C are tributary to the Fox River and is
jurisdictional under the Clean Water Act. Wetlands A, D, and E are isolated and not under the jursidiction of Department of the
Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O] other:
XX  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[X] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a){4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
O Areca under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ raticnale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated November 2, 2005, prepared by Planning Resources,

Inc.
] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
—
Recommended by: S T ey Date: | ! I ! 017
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-686

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 7/11/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 6/26/06
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42,173683173311, -88.348192615657

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres); Road project 25,000 feet

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] L] L] L] L] L U L]
River ] | L] L] L] | l [
Stream | | O | O U ] ]
Dry Wash U ] L] Ll ] | U |
Mudflat L L L] L] L Ll L L]
Sandflat L L] L] L] L] L L] L]
Wetlands L L L] L L L L
Slough L] L] L] L] L] L] L L
Prairie pothole | O ] | [l ] ] ]
Wet meadow [l O | = [l Il J [
Playa lake Ll L] L L L] L] L] L
Vernal pool [ [ ] [l [l ] [l [
Natural pond O (| ] m ] [l | [l
Other water (identify type) | | ] O ] O | O O

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O O ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that P4} O O O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] | ] []
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for npplicaﬁlity of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-ju;sdictiunal. isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

- ;\PI’LICANT: Paul Cook & Burt Siegel PROJECT LOCATION/'WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of
Beith Road and South County Line Road in Shorewood, Will County, lllinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-692 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [(JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2}

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(O There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

tnterstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i ¢, navigable waters

of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[C] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighbering) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[ The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O Other:

[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CHANNAHON
U. S. Geological Suney Hydrologic Atlas: CHANNAHON, 362.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: CHANNAHON, 1993,
U. 8. Geologica! Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerials (Name & Date): Troy Township, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OROOXKREX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 located on the subject property is isolated and therefore
not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed onthe bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
(]  the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other:
[0 wetland boundary

Bagis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[X] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7}
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not hikely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by

{7 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: o 5 - Date: / / OLV / o Co
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e..
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology} Processes for determining wetlands on agncultural lands may van
from methods descnibed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the 11,8, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORFS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-2(06-692

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 10 July 2006

At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: INinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41295029 & 88 15'4.94

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

=
—
a
=
]
g
<
k-
=

Linear
feet

Type of aquatic resource’ 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac

Lake

O

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

DOO00O0O0

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Oo0O000OROO0O00
O0000000O000odo
EEEEEE e e e
EEEEEEEEEE ...
EEEEEE UDDDq 0
EEEEEEE R EEEE %

OO0OOOO00O00O00

OOoOc

Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O O O 4
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] O O O 4|
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] [l Ll Ll &
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D O L m] X

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Pretiminary [J Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.p., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation er interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. sccurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Jacob & Hefner Associates PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-842 PROQJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [Field

Appreved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[OJ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1})

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ¥ 0Odd

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LIBERTYVILLE.
U. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LIBERTYVILLE, HA 88.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LIBERTYVILLE, 1993
U. 8. Geoclogical Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, Lake County Wetland Inverntory

p|

ROOROOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulationsl

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank Odestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[ changes in the character of soil T other

[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable 1o confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a) 1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)}(4) through 328.3(a}7)
B Areca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

[X] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary I
_S Date: 7/ 7 /21& 57 5

Approved by: Date:

Recommended by:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V., US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-842
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:
At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

Approximate size of site/property (incleding uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:

In the office Y (Y/N)

Date: 7/7/2006

Date: 7/7/2006
(YN} Date:
Ilinois

Lake

42.255013, -87.984497
10

Des Plaines River

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake ] L] ] ] [l D Q U
River L] L] L] L] L] L] L |
Stream L] L] L] L] L] Ll L] L]
Dry Wash D D D D D D D D
Mudfat O Nisi O O m] | L
Sandflat O O O O ] m] O O
Wetlands E —ﬁ |:| IZI o Ll D
Slough O l L] L L] [ L
Prairie pothole I:] E‘ D D [:' D D
Wet meadow ] ] | ] L] O ] |
Playa lake E D D D ﬁ D D D
Vernal pool ﬁ E ] ] ] [ [l L]
Natural pond E D D ] D D Ll Ll
Other water (identify type) D E] D [ [ L__l D

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O D O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O ] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] | O X |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Sunstonec Home Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-799 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site,

(O] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transpont
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.¢., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3{(aX 1)}

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands’). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water {¢.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

J0 00

00 ®

Information Reviewed

L. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; HEBRON, HA 363,

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HEBRON, 1963.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2001, 1939

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: NRCS Swampbuster Map, FEMA FIRM map

Rationale for Bagis (applies to any boxes checked above); Wetland 1 does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

<]

NOXKOOXC]

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0  clear, natura! line impressed onthebank []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(2)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}4) through 328.3(a}7)
B Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

BJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Date: 6‘-"’2 3 "'ZJU 6

S
Approved by: —J3 — Date: 7 TP/~ Peoe

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manuat (87 Manual) {ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-799

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kim Fisher Date: 6-23-2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N} Date: 6-23-2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.4670, -88.4452

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 29

Name of waterway or watershed: Upper Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac | 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake | LJ L] L L U L] Ll
River L] L L L] L L] LJ LJ
Stream LJ L L [ L L] L] L]
Dry Wash L L | | | L] L L
Mudflat L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Sandflat L] L L L | L] L] L]
Wetlands X O O O O O O O
Siough O 10 10 [0 0 ] 0 |
Prairig pothole ] U] [l ] ] | ] ]
Wet mcadow [ 1 ] ] ] [l [ 1
Playa lake O O 10 [0 0 | O O
Vernal pool | [l [ (] O ] ] ]
Natural pond ] ] ] ] | ] [l [
Other water (identify type) O ] O O O O O O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [} |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] | (] ] ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | ] ] X 0

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X]

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Robert Jackman PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of Old Monee
Road and Knacke Road in Crete, Wil! County, 1llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600173 {LRC-2006-13994) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are ne waters on the project site.

(O There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

BX) There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
excepl for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}{(")}

The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, praitie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway

OO0 O ORAO

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STEGER.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STEGER, 209.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Sunvey for Will County
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 1 5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Crete, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July 19, 2006

Other information:

OROROOXXRX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 drains into Deer Creek. Deer Creek flows into North
Creek which then discharges into the Little Calumet River. The Little Calumet River flows into the Calumet River, a navigable
waters of the U.S. Farmed Wetland 1, Farmed Wetland 2 and Wetland 2 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed onthe bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [J shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other:
O wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B4 Unable 1o confitm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3{a}(]), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a}4) through 328 3(a}7)
Bd Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[X] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 19, 2003, prepared by Encap
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ‘-__S ~ Date: / 4‘4 /0 G

N
Approved by: —J — Date: qa 7t o6

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE:; Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200600173

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 5 Jul 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 19 Jul 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Tllinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4125.51.59 & 87 3926.29

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITHONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake = Ll ] Ll Ll L] L] L]
River ] ] Ol O ] L] ] ]
Stream [J L] L] L] L] L] L] L
Dry Wash O O O | ] | O
Mudflat L L L] L] L] = 8| L
Sandflat ] [] ] L] O] [l L
Wetlands D E D D [:] |: D D
Slough ] L] L] L] O O L] [
Prairie pothole [:l D D D D D D D
Wet meadow D D D [:l D D D D
Playa lake |:| D D D I:] D D D
Vernal pool [ | ] ] ] J | ]
Natural pond ] [ ] L] ] ] | L]
Other waler (identify type) | [ d [ [} O [ |

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by || [ ] ] [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O (] O [l B
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] ] ] (]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary (] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Harz Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located South of Laraway Road and East of
Cherry Hill Road in New Lenox, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-589 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site,

[[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(7})

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O OO0

Information Reviewed

U. 8, Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELWOOD,
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELWOOQD, 254,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: ELWQOOD, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): New Lenox, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOROOXRNRK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The farmed wetland located on the subject property is isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
1  clear, natural line impressed on the bank  [C]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
O changes in the character of soil O other:
[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[XI Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

O Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[3 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — - Date: é(//‘! 3¢

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-58%

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 6 Jul 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 6 Jul 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County;
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4] 28'42.92 & 87 51 37.69

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

10-25 ac 25-50 ac

o
s
]
z
=

Linear
feet

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)
Farmed Wetlands

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O | O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | O O OJ X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O O X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ 1 Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Jerry DeLaurintis PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-765 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office (Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

(O There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

() There are waters of the United States on the project site.

X] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, wncluding all waters which are subject 1o the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a){2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (¢.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other;

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OxO 00

Information Reviewed
[X] U. & Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WAUCONDA
)] U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WAUCONDA, HA 207.
USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WAUCONDA, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE 1960.
Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): 1393, 1999, 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY.,
Site Visit Conducted on: 6/26/2006
Other information: FEMA FIRM map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The excavated pond does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable wateway and is not subject to Department of the Army regulations. The ditch on the northem portion of the subject
property exisls in hydric soil mapped as Dunham silty clay loam (523A), and drains west through a pond and wetland complex
(ADID High habitat U498} that drains to Cotton Creek, which drains to the Fox River, a navigable waterway.

N

XXX

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
B clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[J changes in the character of soil O other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X1 Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[(OJ Area under consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a}(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

[ This office does not confirm your welland boundary
Recommended by: i Date: 7/ é /d é

Approved by: ‘”NA SIP' ' Dave:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in 1hc Corﬁs Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN CCOK
COUNTY V. U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-765

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kim Fisher Date: 7/6/2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 7/6/2006

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 6/26/2006
FROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4227076, 88.19958

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 23

Name of waterway or watershed: Upper Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L | L | L] | | |
River L Ll L L L L Ll L
Stream L O ] Ll L] | | |
Dry Wash [ | Ll [ | | U L
Mudflat | O O ] [ L] L] L]
Sandflat L L L L | L | L
Wetlands ] O O O ] ] ] ]
Slough L L L L Ll U L U
Prairie pothole ] [l O ]
Wet meadow O [ ] W] ]
Playa lake ] ] O ]
Vernal pool ] ] O ] ]
Natural pond L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Other water (identify type) N O | [ || | O O

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O 4 O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] || X | |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? || O O [ ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D f | .ﬁ m|

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD {e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Toll Brothers, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of Old Orchard Road In Skokie, [llinois
(SW Y of Section 9, T41N, RI3E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-752114 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2}

Based on available information:

(O There are no waters on the project site.

(X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[[1 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) 10 interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0O 0004

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S, Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: .
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 20, 2006

Other information:

OXOOOOO0O4aad

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
O the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [ other

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unrable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3¢a)( 1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictiona! under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headguarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(O This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: ‘ 'R";”M Al SI( iH"EB Date: ” ” 9 6 zgus

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and critersa established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i ¢,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydnic soils and wetland hydrology) Processes for determining wetlands on agnricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987)

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natura river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLEID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-7529! '1

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: July 5, 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: June 20, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.062340 -87.760432

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 10 a¢

Name of waterway or watershed: North Branch Chicage River
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O | ] O [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] [] [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? f] ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [[] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determire NJD. including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. accurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Thomas Ropers PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-624 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office (JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)}(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(1))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermitient streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 000

Information Reviewed
B U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FOX LAKE
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FOX LAKE, HA I51.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Senvice Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: FOX LAKE, 1993,
U. S Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE, 1960
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Histornic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKF: 1920
Aerials (Name & Date):2004, 2005
Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.
Site Visit Conducted on: 6/14/2006
D] Other information: FEMA FIRM map

B XIXR]

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Isolated wetlands may exist on the subject property, however they
do not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway and are therefore not subiect to Department of the Army
regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[C] the presence of litter and debris [Cshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}(4) through 328.3(a}7)
Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(O Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[C] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of H(Q} rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
BJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ’S Date: 7/§/m/6

OBMﬂ--' "
Approved by: ! : LL. L Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
vecurrence of hydrophytic vegetatien, hydris soils and wetland hydrotogy  Pruocesses tor determining wetlands on agriculiural lands may vany
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual 1947,

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-624

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Kimberly Fisher

In the office Y (Y/N)
At the project siteY (Y/N)

Date: 7/5/2006

Date:
Date: 6/14/2006

Illinois

Lake

42.49489, 88.13166
5

Upper Fox River

Type of aquatic resource’

0-1 ac

1-3 ac

3-Sac

5-10 ac

10-25 ac

25-50 ac >50 ac

Linear
feet

c
=
g
<
=4
=

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudffat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)

OOOOOOOXxOOO0O0O0

O00000000000000

0000000000000 a

OOOOOOOOO0OO0c

0000000000000 0

OO00OO0O0OOOOO0O00O0E
000000 O0O0O00O00O0

OO0O0OOOO000O00C0O0O0

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O P | O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | ] X | [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] [ ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [l [ | X O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U,S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Orleans Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 96.65-Acre Parcel Located South of Caton
Farm Road and West of Gaylord Road in Joliet, Will County, lllinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-644 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

[C) There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

D4 There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the 1UU.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)}( 1)}

[0 The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands'}. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){2)}

[X The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
excepl for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

[ The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[0 Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PLAINFIELD.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrelogic Atlas: PLAINFIELD, 228.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: PLAINFIELD, 1993
1. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Joliet, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 28 Apr 2006

Other information:

OXOXOOXXMX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): ", Farmed Wetland 1 is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional,
Wetland 2 drains across Oak Ridge Drive via culverts into a wetland complex that is hydrologically connected to Rock Run.
Rock Run drains into the DuPage River then discharges into the Des Plaines River, a navigable waters of the U.S.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation

[0 the presence of litter and debris O shelving
O changes in the character of soil [0 other:
wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[X] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not like!y have been junisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
Bd This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated January 26, 2006, prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ~ '5 - Date: 26 /ﬂ Y~ XA

Approved by: T~ Date: 2 T < ofr

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987},

Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-644

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 25 July 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Int the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 28 Apr 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois
County: will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4133'36.38 & 88 09 1.57

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake D D |:| - D D D D
River ] D E_] J D D D D
Stream D D D D D D D D
Dry Wash E] D D D D l:l
Mudflat I:] D D D D D D D
Sandflat |:| D ] | l:l D L D
Wetlands E g D D D E] D D
Slough |:] || ] ] D L—_] D D
Prairie pothole [ ] L] ] ] U Ll L]
Wet meadow [l O [l O ] ] ] L]
Playa lake L__] D D D D |:| D |
Vernal pool D D D [:l E] D D D
Natural pond L1 [ O | L] L] L] 0
Other water (identify type) O [l ] ] ] [l ] U

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O | O O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 O O

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary O orapproved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT

[ U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District
APPLICANT: R.M. Swanson and Assoc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake Forest/Chicago River
FILE NUMBER: 200200307 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

There are no waters on the project site.

(] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[J There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 4O 000

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, 2004, & 2005; PhotoMapper 2001, 2002, & 2005
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXXOOXOO0O

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetlands identified on the project site do not have a discernable
connection to a navigable water of the United States and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329);
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [Jshelving

] changes in the character of soil [ other

[C] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bard Rule criteria
(] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

{T] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
A This office does not confirm your wetland boundary / /
—
Recommended by: 5 Date: I 7 D Q
Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corns Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) {i.e..
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydnc soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for Jetermining wetlands on agricaltural lands may vary
from methods described 1n the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK

COUNTY V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200200307
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Michael Murphy Date: 07-07-06

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Ilinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.2384712, 87.8938485
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 40 ac

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Chicago River

(Y/N) Date: 07-07-2006

25-50 ac > 50 ac

=
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Type of aquatic resource’
fee

Linear

=
s
|
B
<
=
s

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pord
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000000 OXOOOO0ac
O00000000O0O0000O =
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DOOOCO000000000n
0000000000000
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Other water (identify type)

OO0OOCO0O00O000000O0

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X | O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? L L = o
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [] ] = ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-j
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

urisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




